
 
 
CEMVR-PM-M      04 December 2002 
 
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
 
 
Subject:  Iowa River – Clear Creek Section 206 Meeting Minutes 
 
1.  On 25 November 2002, the following individuals met to discuss the status of the 
subject project: 
 
Karin Franklin, City of Iowa City    Rick Fosse, City of Iowa City 
Dan Holderness, City of Coralville    Larry Wilson, Univ .of Iowa (U of I) 
Camie Knollenberg, Corps of Engineers  Amy Moore, Corps of Engineers 
Debi VanOpdorp, Corps of Engineers  Terry Trueblood, City of Iowa City 
 
2.  Follow up items or old business was covered first as indicated in the table below: 
 

ITEM RESPONSIBILITY ACTION/STATUS 
Provide sponsors with 
Construction and O&M 
Costs 

Amy Moore Costs were presented 
(attachment 1).  A 20% 
contingency was used.  We 
will continue to refine the 
costs. 

Provide answer regarding 
commitment to O&M dollar 
amount 

Camie Knollenberg Signing the PCA does not 
commit the sponsor to an 
O&M amount, only to 
performing the tasks.   

Provide sponsors with a 
copy of draft PCA 

Camie Knollenberg A separate meeting will be 
scheduled in January to 
facilitate discussion of the 
PCAs.   

Provide Charlene with a 50-
year plan for sites without 
project 

Sponsors City of Iowa City has 
already provided land use 
plan.  Coralville and U of I 
will provide this info to 
Charlene by the end of Jan. 

Develop geogrid design for 
Site F and provide to 
University 

Amy Moore/ Dan 
Foltz 

Part of the site is actually in 
Iowa City.  The geogrid 
design is not needed at that 
location.  Plans will be 
updated to reflect this.  U of 
I would like to see cost 
comparison between 
geogrid and riprap. 
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Review seed mix used at 
IMU 

Charlene Carmack U of I has reviewed the seed 
mix.  Comments were 
provided hard copy 
(attachment 2) at this 
meeting.  Charlene will 
need to call Larry to 
discuss. 

Coordinate Virtual Reality 
Tour 

Camie Knollenberg We hope to be able to have 
some portion of this 
complete by March 03. 

 
3. New Business: 

a. Explanation of weed wicking (Moore): This is the process where weeds 
are sprayed by hand during the first years of construction to keep invasive 
species from taking over.  It is labor intensive and requires personnel that 
have plant identification knowledge.  The cost per acre is $920.  The 
current cost estimate contains $1,828,960 for this task. 

b. Present options to accomplish (Moore):  At the sites where herbicides 
cannot be used, mowing will be used.  Charlene feels that weed wicking 
should be used as much as possible.  A compromise was reached by 
requiring weed wicking along a buffer along the river on sites larger than 
4 acres.  On sites smaller than 4 acres, the entire site will be weed wicked.  
Additional options include supporting a Master’s degree graduate student 
to accomplish this work.  More research will be done to investigate the 
most cost effective method of invasive species control.  When this method 
is finalized, the costs will be revised to reflect this.  

c. Site K – Decide on addition of private parcel (Dan Holderness/Corps):  
Dan provided a map to Amy showing this parcel.  The size of the parcel 
will probably provide added benefits to make it worth the cost of the 
parcel.  We will coordinate with Charlene on this. 

d. Site C Lower – Discuss costs versus habitat improvement 
(Knollenberg/Moore): The site is an acre and the construction cost is 
$427,158.  It may be difficult to justify restoration of this site.  The 
benefits will be negated unless the concrete company stops the runoff 
from reaching the riverbank. 

e. Explanation of site prioritization (Knollenberg):  The team would like a 
prioritization of sites from each sponsor. 

f. Discuss signing options  
i. Timing (Knollenberg): The PCA can be signed after feasibility 

(65% design) or after P&S (100%). It is recommended that the 
sponsors wait until after P&S to sign.   
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ii. One PCA versus three (Vanopdorp): It was decided that there 
should be 3 PCAs instead of one.  Each sponsor will need to 
present the PCA to boards for approval.  Having separate 
agreements will allow for facilitation of this. 

g. Explain how recreation features will change the PCA language 
(VanOpdorp):  There will be specific mention of the recreation features in 
the PCA. 

h. Questions on PCA language (Sponsors): The sponsors will provide their 
attorneys’ with copies of the PCA for review. 

i. Decide on plan of action (Sponsors): A separate meeting will be scheduled 
to talk about PCA questions.  The sponsors will bring the attorneys to the 
meeting. Debi will coordinate this and ensure that the Corps attorney 
attends. 

j. Explanation of options (Knollenberg):  There are several options for 
public involvement.  These include websites, open houses, mailings, 
public meetings, and newspaper articles. 

k. Develop plan (Sponsors/Corps Team):  The sponsors are interested in 
establishing a website after the plan is decided.  They do not anticipate any 
public concern.  The website will help reach consensus with the boards 
that will sign the PCAs. 

l. Habitat Evaluation Update (Knollenberg):  Charlene is working on 
developing a Floristic Quality Index model that should reflect the changes 
in vegetation diversity.  She will be setting up a meeting with DNR and 
FWS to access existing and future with project conditions.  She hopes to 
conduct these meetings in January. 

m.  Explanation of Continuing Resolution Period (Knollenberg):  The Corps 
appropriation bill has not been signed. Continuing Resolution Acts have 
been passed to provide stopgap funding until the bill is signed.  The 
current act is good through January 11, 2003.  It may be March before the 
appropriations are received in the district. 

n. Purposed funding amount (Knollenberg):  The proposed funding amount 
for this fiscal year is $115, 000 to complete the feasibility report. 

o. Congressional information (Knollenberg): A line item mention was 
included in the house mark up of the appropriation bill for the project.  
The language stated that $189,000 is needed to complete feasibility report 
and initiate plans and specs.  This means helps with prioritization of 
funding. 

p. Nature Conservancy Burning Article (Knollenberg):  An article was 
handed out that illustrates the burning concept as an operation and 
maintenance measure. 
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4. The following action items were identified: 
a. Inquire about de-authorization of project after 50 years. (Knollenberg) 
b. Inquire about contracting with graduate students as a research project for 

weed wicking. (Knollenberg) 
c. Schedule a PCA meeting in January. (Van Opdorp) 
d. Update Site F plate to reflect accurate real estate interest. (Moore) 
e. Update costs to show new weed wicking plan and Site F changes. (Moore) 
f. Call Larry Wilson regarding seed mixture at IMU. 
g. Provide U of I with cost comparison of geogrid and riprap. (Moore) 
h. Provide Charlene with 50-year plan for sites. (Coralville, U of I) 
i. Provide PCA to attorneys. (All Sponsors) 
j. Brainstorm for work in kind ideas. (All Sponsors) 

 
 
 

 
CAMIE KNOLLENBERG 

Study Manager 
CF: 
Iowa River Clear Creek Website 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachment 1:  Cost Estimate 









 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachment 2: Seed Mix 
Comments 
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